Dear Pa pi , 


4/4/81 

Several parts of your 3:2 arc interesting, for various reasons, I address then in 
order of their appearance. 

Your SO Minutes item, which I'd like to see when you have it - I also missediit 
and regard^ it as sore historical inportance - reminds me of one of the first cautions I 
gave of facial Dick Sprague (not the other n^t, the unofficial): begin by staying away 
from all classified record because? you don t need them. In any real investigation this 
would ^have worked out so that the spooks would not have dared pull phoney national 
security dirty tiucks and would not have been able to disgrace Stokes as ^ ^i^. t-jq-j; that 
disgracing him is at all any kinds of accomplishment. 

132= j. did not see this kj.se and would like to. You syre get carried away with your 
dedication to any kind of conspiracy theorizing. Why in the world would you expect the 
nonor guard to f&Ugw the ambulance carrying the corpse it was supposed to be honoring, 
as well as handling? Eov could it do either without being at the destination first? 

Only if they were what they were not would they earn your characterization of 
"implausibly" for Sorrell. 

You are still hung up on Lif ton's div . .sion of McHugh only. How about all the others 
he does not account^ for who were on API and not at the swearing in, all those Kennedyites 
and to other that Idfton nuts, who regard all they can't answer as attributable to co- 
conspirators, all those Secret Service people? Gould all have been hart of the Idfton 
conspiracy? 

148. CIA #450. Isn't this what I used in the Photo. BW reprint? It also holds some 
explanations but whether anyone who can hold Idfton down would regard them as "coherent" 

I can t say. I doubt it. 


151* I'd appreciate two copies* 


155. I don't recall if I saw this so I'd appreciate a copy. 


Under 162, if you get anything on. the Rosselli— Anderson 
think it is apparent that this was contrived to counter Garni 
which promptly used it against the GIA with LBJ. 


deal I'd like to ;See it* I 
.son and divert from the FBI, 


^ hovel. I heard that Garrison represents Novel. Did I tell you that Novel was 
an FBI PCI? Those interested in ^ovel may want to examine or have some one examine my 
ovel file, which Is too much for me to offer li il to copy, particularly during and for 
some time after the tax season. 


186. Is there anything of any worth re Jerri'- and Stoner in this? if so, please, 

215* I don't remember %rk*a sending me this. He got some useful stuff on the IIS8A 
and tost soecimens. 


Inherently you attribute prejudice to Wrone. Yet your criticism includes prejudicial 
foreulationo of your own , like oelittling what regard as a legitimate and important 
criticism, that they ignored 'la^ie and the curbstone. How can you possibly defend this, 
save ss defense of yourself for your faith and turst in those who anyone past puberty 
should have recognied from the first simply could not be trusted? lour own bias is 
reflected oy die omission ovf what even the DJ and courts find significant about what 
‘’im and I did. witnout use, as Du has said several times, and^esell said very pointedly, 
re would not know FOIA as we have known it and none of the records wpuld have been 
avaiiaole. Thai is not 01 any worth, not something a scholar should consider in a 
scholarly work dealing with what is available? 


I've gotten a few reels of film from the FBI. Nothing sensational. The declassified 
Dallas records I've received are nothing and what was classified was public domain. They 
carded and indexed those picked up on the bugging and tapping of Marina but few spoke to 
her, nothing significant. 

Sxafierely, 



